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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

Responsive to Request for Continued Examination (RCE) filed January 26, 2009. Claims 1 , 3-5, 
and 8-20 have been amended. Claims 11, 12, 19, and 20 remain withdrawn. Claims 1-10 and 
13-18 remain pending. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
In the remarks, the Applicant argues with substance: 

Argument A: Ling contains no teaching of multiple transactions involving a single 
customer and a plurality of vendors being processed based on a single transaction 
identifier within a single transaction request by a customer and each of a plurality of 
transaction requests by a plurality of vendors. 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., multiple 
transactions involving a single customer and a plurality of vendors being processed based on a 
single transaction identifier within a single transaction request by a customer and each of a 
plurality of transaction requests by a plurality of vendors.) are not recited in the rejected 
claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). The claims do not recite what is being argued. However, Ling 
does teach that a customer can conduct multiple transactions at different vendor websites 
during one transaction. Ling teaches that a customer logs in with MSP once and then is able to 
browse several vendor websites to purchase items without having to log-in or checkout at each 
and every vendor website. The MSP then settles payment with each vendor at varying times 
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depending on the payment agreement between the vendors and the MSP (see at least 
paragraphs [0223, 0243, 0250, 0270]). 

Argument B: Ling does not teach resolving a plurality of electronic sales and a single 
transaction by the customer and a plurality of transactions for each vendor. 
In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. Ling teaches that a customer logs in 
with MSP once and then is able to browse several vendor websites to purchase items without 
having to log-in or checkout at each and every vendor website. The MSP then settles payment 
with each vendor at varying times depending on the payment agreement between the vendors 
and the MSP (see at least paragraphs [0223, 0243]). 

Argument C: Ling does not teach that the vendor system does not receive personal 
information for the customer for transaction verification. 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. Ling teaches the customer's personal 
information is not disclosed to the vendors (see at least paragraph [0057, 0225]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1-10 and 13-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in 
the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
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claimed invention. The limitation wherein the customer transaction request and the vendor 
transaction requests include "an identification of a number of vendor transaction requests 
corresponding to the customer transaction request" appears to be unsupported by the 
Applicant's disclosure and therefore is deemed new matter. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign 
country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of 
application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claim 1-10 and 13-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Ling 
(US Patent Publication 2002/0111907) 

6. As per claim 1, Ling teaches an electronic payment processing system comprising: 
a payment processor having at least one network connection and receiving, for a 

plurality of electronic sales transaction involving a customer and each of a plurality of vendors, a 
customer transaction request via the network connection from a customer system 
corresponding to the customer and a plurality of vendor transaction requests separate from the 
customer transaction request via the network connection from one or more vendor systems 
corresponding to the plurality of vendors (see at least abstract, paragraphs [0069-0071, 0203- 
0204]); 

wherein the customer transaction request and the one or more vendor transaction 
requests each include a single unique transaction identifier for all the electronic sale 
transactions (see at least figs 21 and 22, paragraphs [0203-0204]); and an identification of a 
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number of vendor transaction requests corresponding to the customer transaction request (see 
at least paragraphs [0151,0203]); and 

wherein the vendor systems do not receive personal information for the customer for 
transaction verification (see at least paragraphs [0057, 0064, 0077, 0195]) 

wherein the payment processor resolves the plurality of electronic sales transactions as 
a single transaction by the customer and as a plurality of transactions by each of the plurality of 
vendors (see at least paragraphs [0223, 0243, 0250, 0270]). 

7. As per claim 2, Ling teaches wherein personal billing information for the customer is 
contained within the customer transaction request from the customer (see at least paragraphs 
[0008-0009]). 

8. As per claim 3, Ling teaches wherein personal billing information for the customer is 
contained within the electronic payment processing system and accessed based upon an 
identifier within the customer transaction request from the customer (see at least paragraph 
[0073]). 

9. As per claim 4, Ling teaches wherein the payment processing controller separately 
authenticates the customer transaction request from the customer system and the one or more 
vendor transaction requests from the one or more vendor systems (see at least paragraphs 
[0069, 0073]). 

10. As per claim 5, Ling teaches wherein the payment processing controller authorizes the 
electronic sales transaction based correspondence between the transaction identifier a 
transaction amount and a goods or services identifier from the customer transaction request and 
the transaction identifier a transaction amount and a goods or services identifier from vendor 
transaction requests (see at least paragraphs [0073, 0203-0207]). 
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11. As per claim 6, Ling teaches wherein the electronic payment processing system 
processes micro-payments (see at least paragraphs [0057, 0059]). 

12. As per claim 7, Ling teaches wherein the electronic payment processing system employs 
a declining balance account for the customer (see at least paragraphs [0070, 0028 0032,]). 

13. As per claim 8, Ling teaches the customer system communicably coupled to the 
payment processor; the vendor system communicably coupled to the payment processor; at 
least one record relating to the customer; at least one record relating to each of the vendors 
(see at least fig 1); and one or more queues containing pending transaction requests, wherein 
the payment processor at least one of matches transaction requests upon receipt with 
transaction requests within the one or more queues and periodically searches for counterpart 
transaction requests within the one or more queues (see at least paragraphs [0152-0153]). 

14. As per claim 9, Ling teaches wherein the payment processor dynamically determines a 
payment amount for the electronic sales transaction from a pricing and terms policy defined by 
each of the one or more vendors (see at least paragraph [0150]). 

15. As per claim 10, Ling teaches wherein the payment processor resolves a payment for 
the electronic sales transaction across each of the one or more vendors transparently to the 
customer (see at least paragraph [0153]). 

16. As per claims 13-18, these claims contain similar limitations as claims 1-10 above and 
therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: The Examiner has cited specific citations in the reference(s) as 
applied to the claim(s) above for the convenience of the Applicant. Although the specified 
citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific limitations 
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within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully 
requested that the Applicant, in preparing their response, fully consider the references in 
entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the 
passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Ramsey Refai whose telephone number is (571) 272-3975. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ryan Zeender can be reached on (571 ) 272-6790. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Ramsey Refai 
March 16, 2009 
/Ramsey Refai/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3627 



